


ORIGINAL 


Supreme Court, U. 
FILED 


JUL 2 7 2039 


OFFICE OF THE CLERK 






IN THE 


SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES 


‘eclucel S- A __ PETITIONER 


(Your Name) 


VS. | a & 
O C \J 4 v P \ v 
Con monweel\y 2 pAb evieaie 


ON PETITION FOR A WRIT OF CERTIORARI TO 


artkead Stake S Coure Of APPEAlS Fer the Forth Cite ihe 
(NAME OF COURT THAT LAST RULED ON MERITS OF YOUR CASE) __ 


PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI 


Milehect Ss WwoellS 


(Your Name) 


\UB.N Pad go hk. C+ 


(Address) 


ALedsencbei@ VAS ZIP-D235/ 4 
_ (City, State, Zip Code) 
TVWa37IS Ka 

(Phone Number) 
RECEIVED 
AUG - 7 2019 


OFFICE OF THE C 
SUPREME COURT Ha 











— rm rr —_— 
; = ee —s- : 


QUESTION(S) PRESENTED 


My question in the forma of my documents, is am | entitled by law of confusing of high standard 
issue of Law of the Court’s as A disabled person of that of mental retardation as my 
understanding of the froma as followed, is there political concerns in this matter on behalf of my 
mental retardation and if so can code of law of change be in the Appendix Booklet 2019 for — 
those who are incapable of understanding it fully. 


And by due process of law obtained by lawship as stated for the right to an attorney in criminal 
proceedings is enshrined within the Sixth Amendment to the U.S. Constitution. However, not 
until the 1963 Supreme Court case of Gideon v. Wainwright was it established that criminal 
defendants who are unable to afford a lawyer have a right to free legal representation and there 
should it not be for A Plaintive who does not understand their rights at full to that of Law 
Litigations issue of the right of law and is not in A criminal matter be given the same rights as 
due. 


LIST OF PARTIES 


If] All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page. 


| ] All parties do not appear in the caption of the case on the cover page. A list of 
all parties to the proceeding in the court whose judgment is the subject of this 
petition is as follows: 
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_IN THE 


SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES 
PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI 


Petitioner respectfully prays that a writ of certiorari issue to review the judgment below. 


OPINIONS BELOW 


For cases from federal courts: 


The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix to 


the petition and is 





| ] reported at eee or, 
| ]Afas been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
{“] is unpublished. 


to 





The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix 
the petition and is 


[| ] reported at _. sr, 
(1 been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
[Vj is unpublished. 


[N For cases from state courts: 


The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at 
Appendix to the petition and is 





[| ] reported at___ er, 
ibe designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
[¥] 1s unpublished. 


The opinion of the —__ Secor tt 
appears at Appendix to the petition and is 





[ ] reperted at__. or, 
se been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
[Vv] is unpublished. 


JURISDICTION 


[ V| For cases from federal courts: 


The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case 
was ~O05-aot 


{ ] No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case. 


[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of 
Appeals on the following date: _..________——_, and a copy of the 
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix 





[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted 
to and including __S CCC atte) on _CCCCCCCSCSSCSCNdtte=) 
in Application No. __A 





The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U.S. C. § 1254(1). 


[ | For cases from state courts: 


The date on which the highest state court decided my case was 
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix 





[JA timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date: 
, and a copy of the order denying rehearing 
appears at Appendix 





[| |] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted 
to and including ____SE——C— (ate) on CSCC ttle) in 
Application No. __A 





The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U.S. C. § 1257(a). 
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Letter of note. 


In the aspect of my case with the Commonwealth Vs. Woolls, in the terms of trying to find jobs in the 
community of Alexandria, VA, | have gone over many resumes an phone calls to try to get a job in 
the community always getting the long end of the issue of where not hiring after they see my criminal 
profile on the internet that such states that | have an hate crime and that it’s in the public domain of 
the internet also with my profile of criminal charges, | have had my rights restored in the United 
States after many long years since (1996-2018) | have been discriminated against in the community 
of Alexandria an over ridiculed by the public domain the people of the State of Virginia do not look at 
me as a person of interested for an job they look at me as A criminal of injustices cause an that since 
the year of 1978 | have had many socialist concerns threw A programed called A/A that of 
communicating in A network of gender of men and women, they of the program have taking out the 
content of my information and that of my name and private concerns of my right to that of society 
and have caused in that issue and concerns for me not being able to have a job and the way people 
look at my character and the rights of my privacy an how thing’s fallow out of the ustic issue of there 
over viewed concern’s which has caused mental health information an issue to that of misjudgment 
on the behalf of my case for it to be denied as my petition was follow thru with respect to the court 
and that in this case with A “Claire |. Wills” as my case worker who brought to the intention of the 
courtroom back in 2004 of my case with my petition of an early release of probation and brought to 
the attention of 30 people of the courtroom of that petition of my disability of an head injury which in 
the case took out of the privacy of my right’s an caused many people to overview my condition an 
my rights to that of being an American with royal background family concerns of being the relative 
second cousins of William Windsor An Harry Windsor and that of being the nephew of “Queen 
Elizabeth II” has put so many concerns to my right’s and justice out of order. As it is fallow by law 
there is my complaint to that of the confederate statue and that of royal family background and 
society of a worldly government of public society of issued of open free communicating concerns on 
my name Michael S.Woolls which has caused my American right’s to be at a disorderly concern of 
that of the “Commonwealth Of Virginia”, The hate crime was dropped down to A misdemeanor an 
do’s not mention that of the public domain of the internet an which still cause the people of the united 
states to misinterpret my name an character to be able maintain to the right’s an freedom in the 
society of Alexandria and the community of which we are in that also includes the world of people 
disrespect to my privacy of communicating with the right to do so in a free open internet an 
commuting world of information, over the year’s also being relative of John H. Carlyle the owner of 


the “Carlyle Estates” In Alexandria, and that of being the nephew “Judge”: “James H.P Woolls” of 
Alexandria, VA and that of the (Woolls) Library of the Court Room of Alexandria court house is where 
the discriminations lay’s in on the behalf of my name Michaei S.Woolls in my request | ask that of the 
courtroom of the judge diction of the court in the petition to go threw with my petition of my request to 
the courtroom and that there has been political concerns to the out struts of my name with that of 
being the family member of presidents of George W.Bush and George H.W.Bush in aspect to my 
ideal's | also came up with an government device called Police Cam the chest held cam that are 
used to day this was 13 years ago with the "Accesspatentgroup" with lawyer "Thian Tran" in aspect 
to the ideal | designed an gave copyright concerns with being the concept idealist behind it | did not 
get a percentage because | kept it quiet in the years to the years of 2005-2018 and now that | bring 
this to the court attention, I’m only asking for a 5% percentage behind the royal collectibles of a 
wordly wide government device that involves my name my privacy behind the issue in the 
Commonwealth Of Virginia and that my rights are out of content...Long over the year’s that have 
concluded to my right’s being taking and struck by other’s in the community of Homosexuality and 
Bisexuality and Headerale sexual concerns with female’s around the community and that of my 
physiological state of mind has given to that of my mental disablement to that of hearsay of many 
community members and that of religious beliefs of me and my family that do hurt my right’s. That all 
predicament of discrimination jeopardize the kingship to the throne with “Prince” William Windsor 
and Harry Windsor on the account of what said about me can influence others on the account of 
hearsay roomer's to show that other’s disrespect of the account of what said sue me can concern 
public debate about the respect to the Royal family and the parliament seating. 
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Letter of note 





07-29-2019 


REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION 


This case presents an issue of law of my indigent concerns for employment and SSI, This Petition For 
Writ of Certiorari should be granted because the Applicant me Michael S.Woolls in this case has suffered 
a severe injustice due to agency failures in administrative procedures and misfeasance of federal Health 
Department influencing with misleading and unpredictable false statements in violation of constitutional 
due process protections of policy of law by the Health Department Of Alexandria, VA. 
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Letter of note | 07-27-2019 





“Woolls VS Commonwealth Of Virginia” 


defnedaihardeeannats In filament of the case, the issue I'm claiming is that of my Rights of privacy with the Policy 
of the Health Department, that my right’s was struck by Claire | Wills supervisor of the CSB with job 
position of caseworker supervisor therapist, back in the date of 2003 October 26 to that of my Privacy 
Right’s being drawn into the Court's, on the policy of the Health Department's, Dealing with the CSB of 
Alexandria, | ask for A"Code Change" in the Policy for the Commonwealth of Virginia of all sect of 
Departments of Health, for the Mistake that has Indre Ms. Claire | Will's wrong wording's of files of my 
early release of probation, when MS. Claire | Will take out of statement of the content of my private Rights 
to "Judge Clark" without going over it with me or my lawyer that the early release of probation was for only 
6 month's left of that probation and was on A petition to the court be me, Yinka Orladria was An escort on 
the petition, that did not involve Ms. Claire | Will's writing to the Judge, he was only an escort Ms. Claire | 
Will's did not get my permission nor my lawyer. 


Sincerely 


Michael S. Woolls 





Rese Gere 





***ATTENTION®** |, 


STATEMENT OF CLAIM AND CITATION & CODE CHNAGE FOR MILLIATRY 
U.S. DEPT. OF DEFENSE OF COLMIBIA DC, 


PLAINTIFF VERSUS DEFENDANT OF COMMONWELATH OF VIRGINA © 
FULL NAME OF same BEING SUED 

Columba DC U.S. DEPT. OF DEFENSE 

202-222-2000 

DAYTIME PHONE STREET ADDRESS OF DEFENDANT 

STREET ADDRESS OF PLAINTIFF CITY, STATE, ZIP CODE 

__ 115 N Patrick St Alexandria, VA 22314 


PLAINTIFF CLAIMS THE FOLLOWING RELIEF FROM COMMONWELATH OF 
VIRGINA. 


Amount sued for $ plus legal interest and court costs. 
$1.000.000.000.001.00 


SIGNATURE y ca TIFF 


AAD Ava) 
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Letter of note. 07-23-2019. 


As I walked in to the National Guards Office of the Office of the Army in 2003,] talk with “A” 
lieutenant that I shook hands with and then showed him some designs, of the disk of a 
request in the paper work hand to the “LT” on first hand shake, after the hand shaking the 
“LT’Commanded me to go to the desk of Black N.C.O Officer to speak with him on the 
measures of the paperwork, on time I sat down and | introduced myself, me and the N.C.O. 
Officer Black Color man overlooked the paperwork and that time, I was asking for an 
agreement and the price was at 743.Million Dollars for the information, it seemed a little od 
and accrued at first to hand the paper work over to the SGG.Mark S. Williams and then the 
price was of an oversight of the issue that I asked for an agreement to that of the design and 
the price was set by my request to that of 18.Million and then me and the SGG agreed. This 
is a big ordeal that just into the act of me risking my life, being paranoid half the whole time 
for keeping the information as private as I could, I have risked my life for information for 
Cyber security concerns and space cybersecurity concerns for the United States 
Government. And that I humbly ask for the price to that of the risk of my life and nature of 
my physiological disorder and to that of law that the Government of the Department of 
Defense of the United States of America pays the price of 1$8. Million Dollars of that 
agreement. 






\ 
Sincerely Inventor Woolls “"" 


Michael S. Woolls 





CONCLUSION 


The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted. 


Respectfully submitted, 





